THE REJECTION 

Claims 5-8 and 16 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c) as being in 
improper form because of multiple dependent claim limitations. 
Claim 18 is objected to for informalities. 

Claims 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which Applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 (b) as being 
anticipated by Kuckens (4,393,982). 

Claims 1-4, 9, 10, and 18-21 have been indicated to be allowable 
and Applicant graciously acknowledges this indication. 
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DISCUSSION 

Applicant gratefully acknowledges the indication of allowability of 
Claims 1-4, 9, 10, and 18-21. 

Applicant has submitted this amendment in an effort to clarify the 
scope of the claims and overcome objections and rejections to the 
rejected claims. 

Claim 18' s semantic and typographical objections have been 
corrected. 

Claim 4 has been amended to depend solely from Claim 1. Applicant 
respectfully submits that this amendment to Claim 4 removes the 
rejection to Claims 5 through 8 as being in proper form because of 
multiple dependancy. Applicant will respectfully submit that Claims 5 
and 8 are now allowable. 

Applicant has further amended Claim 11 to more particularly point 
out and claim the subject matter which Applicant deems to be the 
subject matter of the invention. Still further, Applicant has amended 
dependent Claim 15 to remove its multiple dependency and as such 
submits that Claim 16, previously rejected, is now allowable. 

Applicant would repeat the arguments relating to the prior art as 
set forth in the prior amendment filed responsive to the Office Action 
of December 15, 2005. Applicant respectfully submits that the claims 
as amended overcome any rejection based upon the Kuckens reference in 

14 



that the Kuckens reference does not teach nor suggest serial dosing 
through repeated movements of a bellows in one direction. 

In light of the amendment to the claims and the discussion herein, 
Applicant respectfully submits that the claims as amended are in 
condition for allowance and a notice of same is respectfully solicited. 

Applicant would respectfully request a telephone conversation with 
the Examiner after the Examiner has had an opportunity to review the 
submitted amended claims in order to discuss with the Examiner the 
Examiner's position regarding the amended claims in an effort to 
resolve any differences so that prosecution may be expedited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



NIILO KAARTINEN - Applicant 




Brick,^ NlT 08723 
(732) 262-2075 



15 



